A few typographic errors were discovered after the article's publication in the Journal of Chemical Physics, 129, 074701 (2008). They are listed below:
• Page 074701-6, column 2, the first unnumbered expression (three equations above Eq. (12) The original theory and computer code were correct; but a mistake was made when transcribing to the manuscript (2009.05.14).
• Page 074701-6, column 2, Eq. (12): was
should beq
The original theory and computer code were correct; but a mistake was made when transcribing to the manuscript (2009.05.15).
• Page 074701-6, column 2, the unnumbered expression after Eq. (13): was
.
Note the squared analyzing wavelet coefficient, |d j,k ( )| 2 . The original theory and computer code were correct; but a mistake was made when transcribing to the manuscript (2008.09.22).
• Page 07401-7, column 2, Eq. (16): was
should be
Note the n t normalization factor, a typo was not caught during the proof stage (2009.05.14).
• Page 07401-7, column 2, last paragraph: was ". . ., one has σ τ τ = 9.91 × 10 −4 , . . ." should be ". . ., one hasσ τ τ = 9.91 × 10 −4 , . . .". Similar corrections should be applied to the figure caption of Fig. 6 , a typo was not caught during the proof stage (2009.05.14).
• Page 07401-10, column 2, last paragraph: was
The original theory and computer code were correct; but a mistake was made when transcribing to the manuscript (2010.02.11).
• Clarification: page 07401-5, column 2, the admissibility condition number in print reads,
This expression can be confusing. The representation in the original L A T E X manuscript is clearer and reads,
(2010.02.11).
Thanks to Markus Selmke for pointing out these oversights.
